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Jr:ne 22, L982

Sr:nnyside Operators
(Address List Attached)

Gentlernen:

As reported in the minutes of the Sunnyside Tar Sand Unit Organizational
Meeting of ,June 2, L982, Sabine was reguested to contact Amoco to ascer-
tain their stance on unitization. On June 4, we wrote l4r. Hugh F'
Grabowsky to inquire as to their pos5-tion. on June I8, I met with Bob

Fatrrig, Don Robinson and Jim White in Standard of Indianar s Chicago
office to discuss various facets of such a unitization'

Toward the end of the. discussion, Mr. Fahrig info:cured-me that Amoco

would not participate in forming a unit with other sunnyside owners-

l{ono and Sabine plan to continue to try to form a unit with other
interested Sr:nnyside owners. Great National is interested in trying to
form a unit of the minable tar sand. We will have a proposal in the
near future.

Yours very truly'
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A Subsidiary of SABINE corporation



SABINE PRODUCTION COMPANY
1200 Mercantile Bank Btdg. Dailas,Texas 75201 (214)741-1501

Grenville Dutton
Dirgctor of Special Projects

June 22, L982

Sunnyside Operators
(Address List Attached)

Gentlemen:

As reported in the mj.nutes of the Sunnyside Tar Sand Unit Organizational
Meeting of June 2, L982t Sabine \iras requested to contact Amoco to ascer-
tain their stance on unitization. On June 4, we wrote Mr. Hugh F.
Grabowsky to inquire as to their position. On June 18, I met with Bob
Fahrig, Don Robinson and Jirn white in standard of rndiana's chicago
Office to discuss various facets of such a unitization.

Toward the end of the. discussion, Mr. Fahrig informed me that Arnoco
would not participate in foming a unit wittr other Sunnyside owners.

Mono and Sabine plan to continue to try to form a unit with other
interested Sunnyside owners. Great National is interested in trying to
form a unit of the minable tar sand. We will have a proposal in the
near future.
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9oa! Operators and Company Engineers
Coal Operator Associations
Consulting Engineers
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As a result of the volume of permit applications that were submitted prior
to.Iune l, the Division of Pennits will be adopting some special proceduresfor processing interim applications during tne -next foirr weeks. This
memorandum is of importance to ail

INTERIM PERMIT ISSUANCE DITE

The final date for issuing original interim permit applications and
amendments will be Monday, July-19, 1982. .luly 19 ii the firjt business dayafter the 60 day period which fol'lowed the May ieth aesignation of primacy. 

-

Revisions to interim pe-rmits will be allowed after,luly 19, 1982 exceptthat no additional coal mining area may be added to the exiiting interimpgrmit. Two acre or less permit applications may also be approved a?ter.July19,'1982. Suc.cessor requests wiit be procesied followirig the procedure
described in MM 39. l,tith these exceptions, alt other appliiations that are
received or issued _after.Jqly 19, 1982 will require that"a permanent program
application be completed befole a new permit wiri ue issued.

BSMRE Divison Directors and Regional
Adni ni strators

'1ils:,';rcilk.::Tl ;i;;'f; :"W
and Enforcement

June 25, 1982

Processing of Interim Pennits

Page 1 of 2



RECLAI'IATION ADVISORY MEMORANDUM

Page 2 of 2
June 21 , ]982

APPLICATI0NS SUBMITTED WITHOUT B0l'lD

l{e are finding that interim applications submitted without bond require an
additional week to ten days before they are processed. To avoid this de'lay
for the renaining interim permits, bond should be sted at the reqional
office no later than July f. in ordeF-To assnre can occur
du ly 19.

If bonds are submitted after July
Administrative Review Section, Dlvision

t wlll be issued until bond is

lnterlm pennlt.

TECHN I CALLY l{I THDRAI,IN PERI,IIT APPL I CATI ONS

Due to the large backlog of
neers and rators resubmit

eso
expectr ng
applications to com into our
wlll be processed as they are

be sent dlrectly to
Frankfort, Kentucky.

bond is not posted
notr recelve

9, they must
of Permits,

sted. If the

the
No

ai?I
-en"

o
. Ine ulvlslon ot Pennits is

technl cal ly wl thdrawn perml t
offlce over the next three weeks. Applications

recei ved.

In the event tJtat it is necessary to withdraw late resubmittals due to
sone omission in the original corrcctions, you will be notified promptly by
the Departnent and advised to come to Frankfort and plck up the application to
expedite resolutlon of the problems. Those applications that are technically
withdrawn after June 28, must be corrected and resubmitted by July 12 in order
to assure they can be processed and issued by July'19.

permit applications, it is lmperative that
llcations with corrffi
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MEMORAT.TDI]M NO. 42
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'JUL 0 ? 1982

TO:

IR.OM:

DATE:

SIEJECT:

Elmore C.
Bureau of

Coal Operators and Company Engineers
Coal Operator Associations
Consulting Engineers t
BSMRE Divlsion Directors and Regional Adnlnistrators

Grim, Cornrnlssioner t ,
Surface Mining Reclq Enforcement

June 25, L982

Snall Operator Assistance program

Kentuckyts process for transitioning interim permits into the
Permanent program specifies deadli-ne of July 19, L982, for receipt of transitionapplications' and January 18, 1983, for recelpt of complet,e pennanent programapplications. These deadlines apply to those operations wheie it is the intentionof the operator t.o continue mining after January 181 1983, on an area currentlyunder an i.nterim permit.

we have been providing soAp assistance to small operators whohave requested it for j.nterim permits. Because of the above stated deadlines,it has now become inpossible for SOAP to continue assistance to smrl1 operat.orsfor transitioning interim permits, since we are now unable to meet the twodeadlines. We cannot process applications by Ju1-y 19, and we cannot completethe contracting procedure and the monitoring of sites prior to January Ib, r9g3.

rt is' therefore, necessary to announce that snal1 operatorassistance will not be'granted for interln plrnits after July l, Igg2. Appl-icationsreceived from qualified appl-icants before that date wil-l be honored, and wL will-do our best to provide the assistance necessary to meet these deadLines.

We are sorry that this action is necessary, however, it is
now impossible to meet the deadl-ines with s0Ap assistance.
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T0: Coal 0perators and Conpany Engineers
Coal 0perator Associations
Consulting Engineers
BSMRE Division Directors and Reglonal

Adni ni strators

FR0lrl:

SU&JECT:

DATe:

Question l.
Answer:

,t.07$_,
Elmore C. Grim, Conmissioner d
Bureau of Surface Mlning Recla
and Enforcenent ---.-

Recurring Questions - Transltion Applicatlon
and Permitting Processes

June 22, 1982

The Divlsion of Permits has received a great nunber of questions
concerning the transition appllcatlon, the overall transition proiess and
permitting procedures. To accomplish tjre task of getting the answers to the
questions out to BSMRE enrployees and lndustry representatives, we have
lJqptifled the discussion format of these issues and' are lncluding them in
this memorandun for your information.

l{hat is the purpose of the transition application?

The purpose is three-fold" First, and most lmportant to
operators, the transltion appllcation fulfills the requirenent
of the law and regulations that applications for permanent
program pennits be filed by two months after primacy for
operatlons which will continue beyond eight months after
primacy.

Second, it will define for the Departnent the exlsting permit
area that is expected to be mined after January 18, 1983.
Third, it will allow the Department to review an applicant's
preliminary hydrology and geology monitoring program to
detemi ne I f i t i s consi stent .wi th permanent program
objectives.

Page I of 7



RECLAI4ATION ADVISORY MEMOMNDUM 4I
Page 2 of 7
June 21, 1982

Question 2.

Answer:

Questlon 3.

Answer:

Question 4.

Answer:

Questlon 5.

furswer:

Question 6.

Answer:

Question 7.

Answer:

lrlhen is the deadline for filing transltion appllcations?

0n or before Monday, July 19, 1982. If an operator fai'ls tofile a transition application, he will

Does an operator have to file a transition application or can
he go ahead and submlt the comprehenslve application?

If tJte operator intends to continue mining on exlstlng
operatlons beyond January 18, 1983, then he must flle either a
transltlon applicatlon or a conplete permanent progran
appllcation on or before July 19, 1982. If the operator fai'ls
to submlt one or the other by July 19, he will not be allowed
to contlnue minlng on exlsting operatlons past P+8.

l{here do operators obtaln transitlon applications?

At any of the reglonal offlces or the Divlsion of Permits inFrankfort. -
l{hat recourse does an operator have ln the event his
transltion application monltorlng program does not meet the
Departnent's standards for acceptance?

The Department rill provlde suggestlons to allow hlm to
lmprove his plan. However, the dead'lines for submission
procedures are finnly set and must be adhered to.

llill the Department allow the regional offices to conduct
walks after the ,luly 19 deadllne?

Because of tle volume of transition applications expected to
be receiyed ln the next three weeks, the Bureau will allow
walks to be conducted after the deadline as expediTT-ously as
possi bl e .

Are on-site markings of sanple locations required at the tlme
of tjte wal k?

Marking of geologic and hydrologic sarnpl ing sites is
recornended but not requlred for the transition appllcation
walk. However, on-site markings of sample locatlons will be
requlred prior to submlttal of a cunprehensivb permanent
program application.



RECLAI4ATION ADVISORY MEMORANDUM
Page 3 of 7
June 21, 1982

Questlon 8.

41

llill the applicant be allowed
of the existing interim permit
the transition appl ication?

to
if

mine on new acreage outside
the new acreage is shown on

Answer:

Question 9.

Answer:

Question l0

Answer:

Question ll

Answer:

Question l2

Mi ni will not be allowed on outside the
nEerlm a Dermanen s issued.

on appl lcation suffi cJ en
secure -a permanent program permit. _ The gggplglglg|Jg.applicationmustfollowthe_transitionapplicationF
l,lhat addltional lnfonnatlon must an appllcant submit wlth his
transl.tfon appllcatlon if he is a sniall operator and has orlntends to use SOAP assistance?

The appl icant should subnrlt either the monitorlng plan
approval letter, the award letter to a consultant. or a toovof the sOAP application for assistance. NOTE: evenfFough=tffi

;ss---oi- outiining--3oni
assistance, he must submit a trdnsition applicatlon -on 

anioperatlon tiat wlll contlnue mining after 'p+g. 
However, hi

need not complete the sections pertaining to hls noniloring
program.

lrthat happens to an appllcation submitted with reference to a
p919rng- s0AP assistance- applfcation and monltoring plan- IF
SOAP reJects the monitoring' irogram?

am

ls

If S0AP rejects
the applicant.
for submlttlng
!sr,:..

Is there a means for coordlnating of s0Ap and permits' reviewcriteria for monitoring plan approval?

Il !!e applicant qualifies for s0Ap assistance, then the s0Apstaff wlll be the review and ultlmate approvar agency for the
mon_i tori ng program of the appl i cant. 'gbth 

s0Ai ani permi tswlll use the Hydroloqy and Geology Guidelines as a basis for
reYiew.

How will the differences in S0Ap's review and permits, reviewaffect the informatlon submitted ln a permanent program
appl lcation?

The same technical criteria will be used by s0Ap and permits
for the review of permanent pnogran appricitions to minimize
lnconsistencies which could devirop i; the review frocess.
Both reviews are to be based on the Guldelines which reflect
the regulation requirements in the pennanent application.- ---

tte applicatlon, SOAP wlll notify permits and
The applicant will then bear responsibility
the needed additional information within 30

Answer:
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June 21, 1982

Question l3

Answer:

Question l4

Answer:

Question l5

Answer:

Questlon l5

Answer:

Question 17

Answer:

Question l8

Answer:

Are surface and 9-lo-un-d water monitoring programs required forrail and port facilities?

If these facilitles require a permit (see RAM #33), the
hydrologic monltorlng will normally be required.

Are.pemltted areas that have been reclaimed, except for haul
roads, required to submit geologic and hydrologic nonitorlng
pl ans?

Haul. road-only appl-ications do not need to collect geologic
overburden information or submit plans for surface water -or
ground -lqtqr monitoring. However, a transltion application
must stlll be submitted.

In mountaintop removal areas or other areas vith severar
ratnrsheds, how many watersheds need to be sanpled?

One out of eyery three or fraction of three flrst-order
watersheds disturbed_ by the operatlon must be sampled. SeeArtlcle 3.1.2, uSelection of Sampling Sites aha Sarnple
Paramters,* of the Guidelines for addltional information.

Is the l/4 mile or 1/2 mile spacing for geologic sampling
requlred from the edge of the mining area -or frdm ihollorfill, sediment pond, etc.?

It ls reconmended that this spacing be follored for overburden
geologic sampllng from the edge of the area of coal
extraction. See Article 2.4, 'Sampllng Requiremnts," of the
Guidellnes for additional informatlon.

For the nap requirements section: Shou'ld the applicant locate
aneas that are degradlng surface or ground water quality or
quantity ln watersheds receiving discharge from the permit
area? For example, areas that have been heavily logged and
tlmbered or aneas of oil well drllling operatlons, etc. -

Yes, all these areas should be identlfied, plus any that have
potential to degrade water.

In estimating the point of mining progress at P+8 months,
should tJte operator be conservative or not?

Conservative - because lf he estimates far too mtich, then he
may not have any monitorlng polnts to coyer .that area lf
somethlng goes wrong and he doesn't mlne out close to where he
predicted.
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Question l9

Answer:

Questlon 20

Answer:

Question 2l

Answer:

Question 22

Answer:

Question

Answer:

Question

furswer:

Questlon 25

II .!.operator_wishes to plan -for_future expansion, what steps
should be lnvolved in pre-permit planning?

The appllcant should show ln the transition application all
areas he lntends to include in his permanent ii"ogram permitapplication. PIanni.ng ls critichr becauie - backiround
nonitoring data must be provlded before the operator can- mine
any new area.

If. an operator vishes to combine a surface operation and an
underground operation for ease of data su6mlsslon, itriiti
applicatlon should be used?

Providing that the areas are
submlt information for both
appl lcatlon.

Are the Hydrology and
regul ati ons?

contlguous, the operator nay
operations on an underground

No. The Guidel ines are not law or regulations. The
Guidelines contaln reconmended technical 'procedures for
neetlng the hydrologlc and geohydrologic requirements of thepgrmanent program. see the Foreword to- the Qridelines(Foreword Revlsed lay, 1982), for additlonal explanation on
the purpose of the Qridelines.

l{hat deviations frorn the Guidellnes are acceptable?

Parameters are established by law or regulation. Techniquesfor data collection and analysis are riconrnendations; oitre"t'echnique! ale allowed but 
- they must be Justiflid and

documented. Final approval is dependent upon case by ciiC
revlew.

Are Level I determinations requlred for existing prep plants?

Yes

Upon filing of .the comprehensive application before p+g, doesthg .op_erator have to pay acreile fees again on 'acrii
origlnally under interim pennlts?

N9:- A permit fee is rrequired but acreage previously permittedwlll not require another-acreage fee.

Do two-acre-or-less operations need to rite transition
appl ications?

Geology Guidelines actual standards or

23

24
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Answer:

Questlon 26

furswer:

Questlon 27.

Answer:

Questlon 28.

Answer:

Questlon 29.

Answer:

Questlon 30.

Ansuer:

llo, because these operatlons are not covered under the
permanent program regulations.

Do underground operations need to file transition applications?

under - primacy, the Department expects all underground
operatlons to be classified as over iwo acres-(see nnfi g9i.
Atl existing underground operators are advised to flle 'a
transiti.on appllcation lf rnlning beyond January lg, l9B3 ia
expected.

l{hat ls meant by th9 word ovlclnltyn wlth regard to the ground
water user's survey?

Appllcants- should _inventory existlng ground water withdrawalpolnts whlch could be adversely -af-fected by the rnlning
operatlon. _The area oyer whlch a mlnlng operation couli
adversely- affect -ground water wlthdrawals- is' dependent on
several sl.te specific factors lncludfng the type of'operatlon,
the locatlon and. type of .ground watei users-,' the gdology oi
the mlne slte and .surroundfng area, and the iocatioi and"type
9f ..qutfers. I! ls.virtually lnpossible to specify a filia
dlstance from the mlne site-whiih would satiify ait of tjreabove si te .specl fi c factors. See niilct e 4.2,uReconnalssance,n of the H & G Guidellnes for further
lnformatlon.

For rater testlng, sampling and monitoring, do ail the houseswiti wells in a vlclnity need to be sarnpled and tested?

For a Level I determination lt may_not be necessary to sample
any domestic well s. For a Level II determinafion lt may'be
deslrable to samp-le selected donestlc welrs for the analysls,
provlded permlsslon can be obtained from the owner. 

- 
SeiArtlcles 4.3, 4.4 and 4.5 of the H & G Guiderines for further

information on the Level. I and Level II determination.

How dois an applicant monitor a first-order watershed which
generally has no-f'low durlng the sumner months?

It may be necessary to collect samples on the recession sideof storm hydrographs.

l{hat are the standards for degraded water quallty? 
.

4t tnq pr€sent tirne, the Bureau has no quanfitative standardsfor lnplennntlng thls Level I critirlon. 'unilr those
standards are developed, the Bureau wlll consider requests for
degraded water quallty on an lndividuar basis. Also seeArticle 4.3.3 of H t G Guldellnes.
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Questlon 31.

Ansrer:

l{hen trylng to establlsh a Level I determlnailon of negllgrblelmpact for_reasons of tastgntficant -trppit'pJti,ntr.l 
arid ii;;;qr€ nq, rells., no.groun-d_witer users ana io-oGiiinis,-"rrd"i;;

down do vou have tb arrn to rook rori-rtinr-tiLnd iqirrlii:r'-'
The.depth and _areal extent of the investlgafion fs dependenton. ure upe of nrnrng operatron ana ttrl- g6ib-gy o? riil';i;;slte and surr-oundlng ired.


